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Omaha Area Income Change, t969~ 1979 
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Wayne and Tim Himberger 
This issue of the Review of 
Applied Urban Research is devoted 
to income information released 
from the 1980 Census of Popula-
tion and Housing. The data pre-
sented here are intended as an 
overview of the Omaha/Douglas 
County financial setting. Additional 
data available include mean or 
per capita income for census 
tracts and the smaller block group 
areas and for other locations in 
Nebraska and Iowa. 
T HE UNITED STATES' Census of Population and Housing records 
several measures of income and wealth 
in order to determine the economic 
well-being of the nation and its citizens. 
Among the real measures recorded for the 
1980 Census were per capita (individual) 
income, family income, household 
income, income type, poverty status, 
mortgage costs, housing value, and con-
tract rent. The income and wealth figures 
were self-reported and, therefore, rely 
upon the accuracy of those disclosing 
the information. 
This issue of the Review examines 
two measures of income for Omaha and 
Douglas County, Nebraska as reported 
by the 1980 Census-median family 
income and median household income. 
These are examined by census tract 
across the county in order to display 
the distribution of income. The measures 
reported for 1979 are compared to the 
measures for 1969 to demonstrate the 
change in income distribution over the 
decade. 
Definitions and Method 
Median family income and median 
household income have become two of 
the standard measures of economic 
well-being in the United States, each 
related to a different American lifestyle. 
Family income, based on the traditional 
family unit of parents and their children, 
includes the sum of incomes of individuals 
related by birth or marriage living in the 
same housing unit. Household income 
includes the sum of incomes of individuals 
residing in a common housing unit 
whether or not those individuals are 
related by birth or marriage. Therefore, 
household income figures will include 
the incomes of people living in both 
family and non-family arrangements, 
as well as those of people living alone. 
While numbers of households will 
be greater than numbers of families for 
any unit area, total household income 
will tend to be less than total family 
income for a unit area because of the 
inclusion of youth (students) and the 
elderly living alone. With an increasing 
proportion of Americans living in non-
family and/or non-traditional arrange-
ments during the 1970's, household 
income is becoming a more important 
measure of total economic well-being. 
Income figures for individual families 
and households are not disclosed by the 
Census Bureau. Income figures are 
disclosed only for groups of families and 
households for areas no smaller than a 
city block. 
Median income, whether for families 
or households, is defined as the mid-
point in the range of incomes (high to 
low). Usually, the larger the unit area, 
the greater will be the difference between 
the median income and the extreme 
TO THE READER 
Several words of caution are 
appropriate to the discussion of the 
1980 Census data and this report. 
Though the census data reported 
here are considered "final," the 
Census Bureau has issued a caution-
ary note informing data users of 
the possibility of coding errors 
in compiling income data. Errors 
are not likely to be found for the 
Omaha area, but if they are users 
will be notified. 
The 1980 Census data are arrayed 
in this report for Douglas County 
by census tract. Categories of 
income and income change are 
constructed for purposes of com-
parison across the area. A second 
caution is appropriate: both the 
number of categories and the range 
of each category will influence 
the patterns portrayed by the data. 
A related word of caution con-
cerns the base unit used to map 
the data. While the 1980 Census 
data are available for units as small 
as census block groups in Douglas 
County, this report examines the 
data by census tracts (city subareas 
designed to include 4,000 inhabi-
tants on the average). Considerable 
variation can exist within census 
tracts, so the reader should not 
draw conclusions for areas smaller 
than a census tract (e.g., neighbor-
hoods) from the data reported here. 
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mcomes (both high and low) within that 
area. 
The income figures reported in 1980, 
as with each census, describe the incomes 
received over the previous calendar year. 
The 1980 Census, administered on 
April 1, 1980, reported income for the 
calendar year 1979, as did the 1970 
Census for the calendar year 1969. 
Thus, the income comparisons made 
between decennial censuses in this 
report refer to the change in income from 
1969 to 1979 rather than 1970 to 1980. 
Changes in median family and median 
household income from 1969 to 1979 
were computed in two ways for this 
report, primarily because of the runaway 
rates of inflation recorded during the 
1970's. Changes in both money income 
and real income are reported for the 
decade. 
Money income (or nominal income) 
is the number of dollars actually received 
as income during a given period. The 
change in money income from 1969 to 
1979 for any given area is computed 
simply as the difference for the two years. 
The difference reveals how much more or 
less income people received in a given 
area at the end of the decade than they 
did at the beginning. 
Real income (or adjusted income), 
on the other hand, adjusts the money 
income received by people in an area by 
the change in purchasing power. Thus, 
the change in real income from 1969 to 
1979 is computed by correcting the 1969 
income figures (multiplying by some 
factor) to determine their meaning in 
1979 terms and then computing the 
difference between 1969 adjusted figures 
and 1979 figures. 
The Consumer Price Index (CPI) 
was used in this report to adjust 1969 
income to 1979 dollars. (See Table 1.) 
Specifically, 1969 income figures were 
multiplied by the percentage change in 
the CPI between 1969 and 1979 to derive 
the figures for 1969 income adjusted to 
1979. Computing the difference between 
MAP 1 
1969 adjusted income and 1979 income 
reveals the gain or loss in purchasing 
power, rather than of income per se. 
Omaha and Douglas County 
Omaha and Douglas County reported 
median family and median household 
incomes in 1980 higher than those for 
Nebraska as a whole. (See Tables 2 and 3.) 
Douglas County also had median family 
and household incomes greater than those 
for the United States as a whole, and 
Omaha reported a median family income 
greater than that for the United States. 
However, examination of change in 
family and household income figures 
from 1969 to 1979 (both money and 
real) revealed that Douglas County and 
particularly Omaha did less well than 
did Nebraska or the United States as a 
whole. 
While all areas increased in money 
income by at least 100 percent during 
the decade, Nebraska median family 
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'income increased considerably more (by 
124 percent) than did United States 
(108 percent), Douglas County (108 
percent) or Omaha (100 percent). Like-
wise, for median household income, 
Nebraska's gain (139 percent) was well 
ahead of United States ( 119 percent), 
Douglas County (113 percent) and 
Omaha (104 percent). 
All areas also increased in real income 
(adjusted for inflation) during the decade, 
though far less dramatically and in 
Omaha's case only marginally. Nebraska 
again led with a 21 percent gain in real 
median household income and 13 percent 
in real median family income. The 
United States as a whole and Douglas 
County each achieved a 5 percent gain in 
real median family incomes (purchasing 
power) and comparable gains in real 
median household incomes-10 and 8 
percent, respectively. The residents of 
Omaha lagged behind in increased 
purchasing power over the decade, with 
a 1 percent gain in real median family 
income and 3 percent in real median 
household income. 
These income figures reflect the rela-
tive strength of Nebraska and agricultural 
and small urban areas in keeping pace 
with, or ahead of, inflation during the 
1970's. Also revealed is the relatively 
better position of the suburbs (included 
in Douglas County figures) than central 
cities (Omaha) both in earning power 
(money income) and in overcoming 
inflation (real income). 
Median Family Incomes 
1980 Census. A closer examination 
of variations in median family income by 
census tracts in Omaha and Douglas 
County revealed that family income, as 
reported for 1979, varied widely. (See 
Maps 1 and 2A, and Table 2.) In general, 
1979 median family income increased 
from east to west (or northeast to south-
west) in the county. Distinct areas 
(groups of census tracts) of higher and 
lower median family incomes are readily 
visible. 
A core area of lowest 1979 rr.edian 
family incomes ($10,000 or Jess) was 
found northwest of the Central Business 
District (Tract 18) and extended to the 
vicinity of Bradford Avenue between 
24th and 30th Streets (Census Tract 10). 
Within this area six of the nine tracts 
reported median family incomes for 
1979 below poverty level for a family 
of four ($7,356). Reported median 
family incomes increased away from that 
core in all directions bu t most rapidly 
to the west and southwest. 
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TABLE 1 
CHANGE IN THE CONSUMER PRICE INDEX. 1969 TO 1979* 
Change in CPI Annual Percentage 
Year Annual CPI** From Previous Year Change in CPI 
1969 109.8 5.6 5.4 
1970 116.3 6.5 5.9 
1971 121.3 5.0 4.3 
1972 125.3 4.0 3.3 
1973 133.1 7.8 6.2 
1974 147.7 14.6 11.0 
1975 161.2 13.5 9.1 
1976 170.5 9.3 5.8 
1977 181.5 11.0 6.5 
1978 195.4 13.9 7.7 
1979 217.4 22.0 11.3 
Cumulative 
Change 
1969 to 1979 - 107.6 98.0 
*Consumer Price Index used here is based on the cost of all goods and services reported for 
all urban consumers in sample cities. 
**Consumer Price Index equaled 100 in the base year of 1967. 
The area of highest 1979 median 
family incomes (incomes of $25,000 or 
more) covered an extensive though 
irregular and discontinuous area of 
Douglas County from 72nd and Fort 
Streets (Tract 65 .01) southwest to 
Harrison and 180th Streets (Tract 
74.18). Within this area lay five of the 
seven county census tracts with highest 
incomes ($35,000 or more), the two 
others being Census Tracts 47 (with the 
Fairacres community) and 17 (with the 
Creighton/St. Joseph Hospital commu-
nity). 
Comparison to 1970 Census. By 
comparison, areas of lowest and highest 
median family incomes for 1969 (dollars 
adjusted to 1979) were as distinct as in 
1979 but were less extensive and con-
sisted of fewer numbers of census tracts 
in 1969. (Compare Maps 2A and 2B.) In 
addition, the census tracts which fell 
within the middle range of median family 
income $15,000 to 25,000), while still 
greatest in number, were proportionally 
fewer in 1979 than they were in 1969, 
and tracts above and below that middle 
range were proprotionally greater in 
1979 than 1969. (See Table 4.) These 
figures suggest both an increased concen-
tration of family incomes within the 
extreme income intervals, and an 
increased spatial separation between 
higher and lower income areas within the 
county, with middle range incomes 
typical of fewer numbers of tracts. 
Douglas County census tracts south of 
Fort Street and west of 72nd Street 
exhibited the most increase in median 
family in comes in 1979 over 1969. (See 
Maps 2A and 2B .) On the other hand, 
the tracts immediately southwest of the 
Central Business District (Tract 18) 
and many tracts between Dodge and 
Young Streets east of 72nd Street had 
median family incomes in 1979 Jess than 
those reported in 1969 (adjusted for 
inflation). 
Percent Change 1969 to 1979. All 
census tracts in Douglas County experi-
enced increases in median family money 
income (actual dollars received) from 
1969 to 1979. (See Table 2.) However, 
64 percent of county census tracts 
experienced losses in real median family 
income (adjusted for inflation) during 
the decade. (See Tables 2 and 5 .) 
In general, the largest, most continuous 
area of gain in real median family income 
formed a C-shaped arc which extended 
over the western, northern, and southern 
sections of the county (the areas of 
relatively more recent development). 
(See Map 4A.) Other gain areas included 
the tracts in and adjacent to the Central 
Business District (Census Tract 18), and 
astride Pacific Avenue from I-680 to 63rd 
Street and from 96th to 120th. Two areas 
showed anomalously great gains m 
family income (>50 percent), including 
the area of Creighton University (Tracts 
15 and 16) and the industrial tract (Tract 
74.10) with its very small population. 
Areas with more moderate income gains 
(11 to 50 percent) were more numerous. 
The most extensive of these areas 
included the west-southwest area of the 
county north and west of 180th and Fort 
Streets (Tract 75) and generally south 
and west of 132nd and Fort Streets 
(Tract 74.16). Other areas of moderate 
gain were the Central Business District 
(Census Tract 18), t he area of the Uni-
versity of Nebraska Medical Center (Tract 
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MAP 2A 
1979 MEDIAN FAMILY INCOME 
MAP 28 
1969 MEDIAN FAMILY INCOME 
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44), East Omaha (Tract 5) and the area 
southeast of Irvington (Tract 65.01). 
Twice as many census tracts experi-
enced losses instead of gains in real 
median family income during the 1970's. 
(See Table 5 .) However, a number of 
those showing gains were the larger 
western tracts, while many of t hose 
TABLE -2 
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showing losses were the smaller, more 
east erly ones. (See Maps 1 and 4A.) 
Therefore, the 64 percent of tracts that 
lost median family income do not 
DOUGLAS COUNTY FAMILY INCOME BY CENSUS TR ACTS 
Median Family Income Change in Med ian Family Income 1969 to 1979 
Change in Money Income Change in Real I nco me 
Census Tract Number 1969 Adjusted 
I I 1980 1970 1979.2/ 1969.2/ to 1979.!2/ Dollars Percent Dollars Percent 
02.00 20,699 10,094 19,986 10,605 105.06 713 3.6 
02.99 - - - - - - -
03.00 13,723 8,514 16,858 5,209 61.17 - 3,135 - 18.6 
04.00 14,561 8,214 16,264 6,347 77.27 - 1,703 - 10.5 
05.00 16,667 5,900 11,682 10,767 182.49 4,985 42.7 
06.00 11 ,051 7,222 14,300 3,829 53.02 - 3,249 -22.7 
07.00 12,009 6,868 13,599 5,141 74.85 -1,590 - 11 .7 
08.00 11,907 7,938 15,717 3,969 50.00 . 3,810 -24.2 
09.00 12,981 6,462 12,795 6,519 100.88 186 1.5 
10.00 6,117 4,043 8,005 2,074 51.30 - 1,888 - 23.6 
11.00 7,083 4,915 9,732 2,168 44.11 -2,649 -27.2 
12.00 5,156 3,560 7,049 1,596 44.83 - 1,893 -26.9 
13.01 9,423 5,675 11,237 3,748 66.04 - 1,814 - 16.1 
13.02 12,292 5,760 11,405 6,532 113.40 887 7.8 
14.00 3,986 2,449 4,849 1,537 62.76 -863 - 17.8 
15.00 9,773 3,244 6,423 6,529 201 .26 3,350 52.2 
16.00 40,043 5,263 10,421 34,780 660.84 29,622 284.3 
17.00 6,750 5,250 10,395 1,500 28.57 -3,645 - 35.1 
18.00 16,250 7,364 14,581 8,886 120.67 1,669 11.4 
19.00 9,452 7,000 13,860 2,452 35.03 - 4,408 -31.8 
20.00 14,284 8,188 16,212 6,096 74.45 -1,928 -11 .9 
21.00 12,068 7,353 14,559 4,71 5 64.13 - 2,491 . 17.1 
22.00 16,642 8,286 16,406 8,356 100.84 236 1.4 
23.00 15,300 8,440 16,711 6,860 81.28 - 1,41 1 - 8.4 
24.00 14,215 7,848 15,539 6,367 8 1.13 - 1,324 - 8.5 
25.00 17,424 8,254 16,343 9,170 11 1.10 1,081 6.6 
26.00 16,386 8,543 16,915 7,843 9 1.81 . 529 - 3.1 
27.00 16,136 8,451 16,733 7,685 90.94 -597 -3.6 
28.00 16,194 8,316 16,466 7,878 94.73 -272 - 1.7 
29.00 12,792 6,191 12,258 6,601 106.62 534 4.4 
30.00 17,856 9,592 18,992 8,264 86. 16 - 1,136 -6.0 
31 .00 18,327 9,426 18,663 8,901 94.43 -336 - 1.8 
32.00 17,775 8,833 17,489 8,942 101.23 286 1.6 
33.00 13,438 8,261 16,357 5.177 62.67 -2,919 - 17.8 
34.01 19,072 10,034 19,867 9,038 90.07 -795 - 4.0 
34.02 18,377 10,081 19,960 8,296 82.29 - 1,583 - 7.9 
35.00 22,205 12,071 23,901 10,134 83.95 -1,696 - 7.1 
36.00 21,519 10,596 20,980 10,923 103.09 539 2.6 
37.00 23,658 11,496 22,762 12,162 105.79 896 3.9 
38.00 19,565 9, 143 18,103 10,422 113.99 1,462 8. 1 
39.00 12,605 7,682 15,210 4,919 64.03 - 2,605 - 17.1 
40.00 12,108 6,050 11,979 6,058 100.13 129 1.1 
41 .00 16,161 6,139 12,155 10,022 163.25 4,006 33.0 
42.00 15,722 9,196 18,208 6,526 70.97 . 2,486 - 13.7 
43.00 18,979 8,973 17,767 10,006 111.51 1,21 2 6.8 
44.00 19,583 8,550 16,929 11,033 129.04 2,654 15.7 
45.00 22,037 10,991 21,762 11,046 100.50 275 1.3 
46.00 27,708 14,01 1 27,742 13,697 97.76 -34 -0.1 
47.00 38,491 24,412 48,336 14,079 57.67 -9,845 - 20.4 
48.00 19,613 10,194 20,184 9,419 92.40 - 571 -2.8 
49.00 15,707 8,637 17,101 7,070 81.86 -1,394 . 8.2 
50.00 17,500 9,274 18,363 8,226 88.70 -863 -4.7 
51.00 10,370 7,686 15,218 2,684 34.92 -4,848 -31.9 
52.00 6,690 4,987 9,874 1,703 34. 15 -3,184 - 32.2 
53.00 11,641 7,096 14,050 4,545 64.05 . 2,409 - 17.1 
54.00 14,388 8,556 16,941 5,832 68. 16 -2,553 - 15.1 
55.00 22,741 11,794 23,352 10,947 92.82 -611 -2.6 
56.00 18,560 9,980 19,760 8,580 85.97 . 1,200 . 6.1 
57.00 17,843 9,643 19,093 8,200 85.04 . 1,250 . 6.5 
58.00 18,030 10,782 21,348 7,248 67.22 . 3,318 - 15.5 
59.01 17,025 9,225 18,266 7,800 84.55 . 1,241 . 6.8 
59.02 11,908 8,374 16,581 3,534 42.20 . 4,673 . 28.2 
60.00 13,987 8,623 17,074 5,364 62.21 . 3,087 . 18.1 
Pa e 6 
TABLE 2- Continued 
DOUGLAS COUNTY FAMILY INCOME BY CENSUS TRACTS 
Median Family Income Change in Median Family Income 1969 to 1979 
Change in Money Income Change in Real Income 
Census Tract Number 1969 Adjusted 
1980 1970 1979E./ 1969i!/ to 1979!1/ Dollars Percent Dollars Percent 
61.01 15,647 9,770 19,345 5,877 60.15 -3,698 -19.1 
61.02 17,593 10,837 21 .457 6,756 62.34 -3,864 - 18.0 
62.01 17.731 8,171 16,179 9,560 117.00 1,552 9.6 
62.02 19,716 10,969 21,719 8,749 79.74 -2,003 -9.2 
63.00 19,768 11,611 22,990 8,157 70.25 -3,222 - 14.0 
64.00 21.475 11,215 22,206 10,260 91.48 -731 -3.3 
65.Q1.£/ 27 ,500 12,385 24,522 15,115 122.04 2,978 12.1 
65.02 23,571 11 ,692 23,150 11 ,879 101.60 421 1.8 
66.01 } 66.00 24,768 11,737 23,239 10,917 93.01 -585 -2.5 66.02 
67.01 35,776 19,926 39.473 15,850 79.54 -3,697 - 9.4 
67.02 35,761 16,517 32,704 19,244 116.51 3,057 9.3 
68.01 34,869 18,048 35,735 16,821 93.20 -866 - 2.4 
68.02 36,894 18.483 36,596 18.411 99.61 298 0.8 
69.01 24,363 12,183 24,122 12,180 100.00 241 1.0 
69.02 31,878 16,638 32,943 15,240 9 1.60 - 1,065 - 3.2 
70.00 20,159 10,556 20,901 9,603 90.97 -742 -3.6 
71.00 20,275 10,016 19,832 10,259 120.43 443 2.2 
73.03 } 73.04 73.01 ::_/ } 73.05 73.02 23,818 11,190 22 ,156 12,628 112.85 1,662 7.5 73.06 
73.07 
74.03 23,592 16,930 33,521 6,662 39.35 -9,929 -29.6 
74.04 37,885 20,153 39,903 17,732 87.99 -2,018 -5.1 
74.05 22,500 11.417 22,606 11,083 97.07 - 106 -0.5 
74.06 32,534 14,518 28,746 18,016 124.09 3,788 13.2 
74.07 26,040 13,905 27,532 12,135 87.27 - 1.492 - 5.4 
74.08 21.714 12,218 24,192 9.496 77.72 - 2.478 - 10.2 
74.09 24,103 10,441 20,673 13,662 130.85 3.430 16.6 
74.10 35.000 9 ,333 18.479 25,667 275.01 16,521 89.4 
74.11 25,322 11,624 23,016 13,698 117.84 2,306 10.0 
74.14 } 74.02 25,679 13,064 25,867 12,615 96.56 -188 - 0.7 74.15 
74.16 } 74.17 74.01 27,093 11,760 23,285 15,333 130.38 3,808 16.4 74.18 
74.19 } 74.13 24,607 12,182 24,120 12.425 102.00 487 2.0 74.20 
74.21 } 74. 12 23.367 11.479 22,728 11,888 103.56 639 2.8 74.22 
75.00 22,596 10,244 20,283 12,352 120.58 2,313 11.4 
Omaha 20.458 10.208 20,212 10,250 100.4 246 1.2 
Douglas County 21,629 10.419 20,630 11,210 107.6 999 4.8 
Nebraska 19,144 8,564 16,957 10,580 123.5 2,187 12.9 
United Stat es 19,908 9,590 18,988 10,318 107.6 920 4.8 
E.l Income figures reported at the time of the decennial census refer to income for the previous year; therefore 1980 Census reports 1979 
income and 1970 Census reports 1969 income. 
"El 1969 income figures were adjusted to 1979 income figures by using the change in the Consumer Price Index between 1969 and 1979. 
::_/These census tracts were recombined between the 1970 and 1980 Censuses; therefore. comparisons over the decade are less precise t han 
for other tracts. 
necessarily mean that losses occurred in 
t he same percent of the county area or 
among a comparable percent of families. 
In fact, the families in tracts that experi-
enced losses in real median family income 
amounted to 58 percent of all Douglas 
County families. 
Generally, the largest, most con-
tinuous area of substantial loss in real 
median family income ( 11 or more per-
cent) extended across the eastern part of 
the county from the southeast around 
the I-80/1-480 interchange (Tracts 20 and 
33) to the northwest around Forest Lawn 
Cemetery (Tracts 61.01, 61.02, and 63). 
(See Map 4a.) Additional areas of less 
pronounced loss, however, extended well 
to the west, including areas of the south· 
west Omaha suburbs up to and including 
the Boys Town area (Tract 74.05). 
Median Household Incomes 
1980 Census. A comparable examina-
tion of variations in median household 
income by census tract in Omaha and 
Douglas County revealed that household 
income as reported for 1979, likewise 
varied widely across the county. (See 
Maps 1 and 3A, and Table 3.) In general, 
household income figures were lower 
I 
MAP 3A 
1979 MEDIAN HOUSEHOLD INCOME 
MAP 38 
1969 MEDIAN HOUSEHOLD INCOME 
(Adjusted to 1979 Dollars) 
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than family income figures because of the 
inclusion of small non-family and single-
person households (apparent from Tables 
2, 3 and 4.) 
; 
The pattern of household income by 
tract across the county mirrored the 
distribu t ion of family income, generally 
increasing from east to west. However, 
TABLE 3 
the number and extent of relatively 
lower income tracts was greater for 
household income than for family income. 
Likewise, the number and extent of 
DOUGLAS COUNTY HOUSEHOLD INCOME BY CENSUS TRACTS 
Median Household Income Change in Median Household Income 1969 t o 1979 
Change in Money Income Change in Real Income 
Census Tract Number 1969 Adjusted 
I I 1980 1970 19791!./ 19691!./ to 1979.!2/ Dollars Percent Dol lars Percent 
02.00 17.784 8,717 17,260 9,067 104.02 524 3.0 
02.99 - - - - - - -
03.00 12,434 7.463 14,777 4,971 66.61 -2,343 - 15.9 
04.00 11,898 7,106 14,070 4,792 67.44 -2,172 - 15.4 
05.00 13,669 5,366 10,625 8,333 155.29 3,044 28.6 
06.00 8.7 16 6,297 12.468 2,419 38.42 -3,752 -30.1 
07.00 8.406 4,761 9,427 3,645 76.56 - 1,021 -10.8 
08.00 11,120 6,520 12,910 4,600 70.55 - 1,790 - 13.9 
09.00 9,289 4,643 9,193 4,646 100.06 96 1.0 
10.00 6,429 3,554 7,037 2,876 80.89 -608 -8.6 
11 .00 5,528 2,849 5,641 2,679 94.03 - 113 -2.0 
12.00 4,581 2,398 4 .748 2,183 91.03 - 167 -3.5 
13.01 7,283 4,375 8,663 2,908 66.47 - 1,380 - 15.9 
13.02 7.467 4,368 8,649 3,099 70.95 - 1,182 - 13.7 
14.00 4,375 2,258 4.471 2,119 93.76 -96 -2.1 
15.00 9,091 2.493 4,936 6,598 264.66 4,155 84.2 
16.00 7,212 1,590 3,148 5,622 353.58 4,064 129.1 
17.00 4,265 3,230 6,395 1,045 32.45 - 2,130 -33.3 
18.00 5,614 2,357 4,667 3,257 138.1 8 947 20.3 
19.00 7,560 5,064 10,027 2,496 49.29 - 2,467 -24.6 
20.00 11,555 5,906 11 ,694 5,649 95.65 - 139 - 1.2 
21.00 9.504 6,150 12,177 3,354 54.54 -2,673 -22.0 
22.00 12,051 3,202 6,340 8,849 276.36 5,711 f.l0.1 
23.00 14,451 5,988 11,856 8,463 141.33 2,595 21.9 
24.00 11,721 6,495 12,860 5,226 80.46 - 1,139 -8.9 
25.00 12,951 7,211 14,278 5.740 79.60 - 1,327 -9.3 
26.00 14,145 7,500 14,850 6,645 88.60 -705 -4.7 
27.00 13,815 6,021 11,922 7.794 77.25 1,893 15.9 
28.00 12,992 7,374 14,601 5,618 76.19 -1,609 -11 .0 
29.00 9,503 4,547 9,003 4,956 108.99 500 5.6 
30.00 15,789 8,697 17,220 7,092 81.55 - 1,431 -8.3 
31.00 '15,067 8.414 16,660 6,653 79.07 - 1.593 -9.6 
32.00 9,369 5,293 10.480 4,076 77.01 - 1 '111 - 10.6 
33.00 11 ,250 6,376 12,624 4,874 76.44 - 1,374 -10.9 
34.01 15,996 9,193 18,202 6,803 74.00 -2,206 -12. 1 
34.02 16,1 53 8,266 16,367 7,887 95.4 1 -214 - 1.3 
35.00 18,154 11 ,099 21,976 7,055 63.56 -3,822 - 17.4 
36.00 18,366 9,249 18,313 9,1 17 98.57 53 0.3 
37.00 19,559 9,801 19,406 9,758 99.56 153 0.8 
38.00 12,201 5,659 11 ,205 6,542 11 5.60 996 8.9 
39.00 9,116 4,941 9,783 4,175 84.50 -667 -6.8 
40.00 5,715 4,090 8,098 1,625 39.73 -2,383 -29.4 
41.00 8,966 4,579 9,066 4,387 95.81 - 100 - 1.1 
42.00 12,693 5,717 11 ,320 6,976 122.02 1,373 12.1 
43.00 11 ,902 4,824 9,552 7,078 146.72 2,350 24.6 
44.00 15,288 5,904 11 ,690 9,384 158.94 3,598 30.8 
45.00 18,134 8,482 16,794 9,652 113.79 1,340 8.0 
46.00 24,597 12,789 25,322 11,788 92.17 -725 -2.9 
47.00 35,133 21,544 42,657 13,589 63.08 -7,524 - 17.6 
48.00 13,549 7,380 14,612 6,169 83.59 - 1,063 - 7.3 
49.00 11,626 6.472 12,815 5,154 79.64 - 1,189 - 9.3 
50.00 10,587 5,332 10,557 5,255 98.56 30 0.3 
51.00 8,633 4,611 9,130 4 ,022 87.23 -497 - 5.4 
52.00 6,354 4,247 8.409 2.107 49.61 -2,055 -24.4 
53.00 10,568 6,355 12.583 4,213 66.29 -2,015 - 16.0 
54.00 12,369 7,076 14,010 5,293 74.80 - 1.641 - 11.7 
55.00 19,718 10,020 19,840 9,698 96.79 - 122 -0.6 
56.00 15,900 9,075 17,969 6,825 75.21 -2,069 - 11.5 
57.00 14,796 8,718 17,262 6,078 69.72 - 2,466 - 14.3 
58.00 15,667 8,604 17,036 7,063 82-09 -1,369 -8.0 
59.0 1 15,804 7,762 15,369 8,042 103.61 435 2.8 
59.02 11 ,033 7,199 14.254 3,834 53.26 - 3,221 - 22.6 
60.00 12,407 6,779 13,422 5 ,628 83.02 - 1,015 - 7.6 
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TABLE 3- Continued 
DOUG LAS COUNTY HOUSEHOLD INCOME BY CENSUS TRACTS 
Median Household Income Change in Med ian Household Income 1969 to 1979 
Change in Money Income Change in Real Income 
Census Tract N umber 1969 Adjusted 
I 1980 1970 19791!./ 19691!./ to 1979.!2/ Dollars I Percent Dollars Percent 
61.01 15,076 9,484 18,778 5,592 58.96 - 3,702 - 19.7 
61 .02 15,270 10,268 20,331 5,002 48.71 -5,061 -24.9 
62.01 15,243 7.740 15,325 7,503 96.94 - 82 -0.5 
62.02 17,325 10,139 20,075 7,186 70.87 -2,750 - 13.7 
63.00 19,705 10,650 21,087 9 ,055 85.02 - 1,382 - 6.6 
64.00 I 19,098 10,486 20,762 8,612 82. 13 - 1,664 -8.0 
65.o1E 22,669 11,509 22,788 11 ,160 96.97 - 119 -0.5 
65.02 22,589 11,502 22,774 11,087 96.39 - 185 -0.8 
66.01 } 66.00 18,436 10,547 20,883 7,889 74.80 - 2,447 - 11.7 66.02 
67.01 27,971 14,765 29,234 13,206 89.44 - 1,263 -4.3 
67.02 28,280 14,888 29,478 13,392 89.95 - 1,198 -4.1 
68.01 28,125 15,364 30,421 12,761 83.06 -2,296 -7.5 
68.02 34,326 17,237 34,129 17,089 99.14 197 0.6 
69.01 23,060 11 ,832 23.427 11,228 94.90 -367 -1 .6 
69.02 29,391 14,927 29,555 14,464 96.90 - 164 -0.6 
70.00 18,098 9,067 17,953 9,031 99.60 145 0.8 
71.00 18.438 9,333 18.479 9,105 97.56 -41 -0.2 
73.03 } 73.04 73.o1EI } 73.05 73.02 21,872 11,001 21,782 10,871 98.82 90 0.4 73.06 
73.07 
74.03 19,316 15,281 30,256 4,035 26.41 - 10,940 -36.2 
74.04 23,605 19,966 39,533 3,639 18.23 - 15,928 -40.3 
74.05 18,333 8,222 16,280 10,111 122.97 2,053 12.6 
74.06 30,179 14,436 28 ,583 15,743 109.05 1,596 5.6 
74.07 23,667 13,758 27,241 9,909 72.02 -3,574 - 13.1 
74.08 19.767 12,201 24,158 7,566 62.01 -4,39 1 - 18.2 
74.09 22,756 10,342 20,477 1:l,414 1:lU.U3 2,279 11.1 
74.10 7 ,188 9,333 18,479 - 2,145 -22.98 - 11 ,291 - 61.1 
74.11 23,296 10,951 21,683 12,345 112.73 1,613 7.4 
74.14 } 74.02 23,895 12,293 24,340 11,602 94.38 - 445 - 1.8 74.15 
74.16 } 74.17 74.01 25,508 11,067 21,913 14.441 130.49 3,595 16.4 
74.18 
74.19 } 74.13 22,790 11,667 23,101 11,123 95 34 - 311 - 1.3 74.20 
74.21 } 74.12 19,674 10,707 21 ,200 8,967 83.75 - 1,526 -7.2 74.22 
75.00 21,098 8,680 17,186 12,418 143.06 3,912 22.8 
Omaha 16,374 8,018 15,876 8,356 104.2 498 3.1 
Douglas County 17,720 8,325 16.484 9,395 112.9 1,236 7.5 
Nebraska 15,946 6,669 13,205 9,277 139.1 2.741 20.8 
United States 16,830 7,699 15 ,244 9,131 118.6 1,586 10.4 
E./ Income figures reported at the time of the decenn ial census refer to income for the previous year; therefore 1980 Census reports 1979 income 
and 1 970 Census reports 1969 income. 
.Q/1969 I nco me figures were adjusted to 1979 income figures by using the change in the Consumer Price Index between 1969 and 1979. 
.9/These census tracts were recombined between the 1970 and 1980 Censuses; therefore. comparisons over the decade are less prec ise than for 
other t racts. 
relatively higher income tracts was lesser 
for household income than for family 
income. (Compare Maps 2A and 3A.) 
A core area of lowest 1979 median 
household incomes ($10,000 or less) 
was fou nd in easternmost Omaha and 
extended sou th to north from Pacific 
Street to Bedford Avenue and cast to 
west from the Missouri River to 36th 
Street. (See Map 3A.) Adjacent to that 
lowest income area to the north, west 
and south lay the area of nearly as low 
income ($10,000 to 14,999). The two 
areas together (with tracts of median 
household incomes Jess than $15 ,000) 
constituted a su bstantially more extensive 
area than the same income levels had for 
median family income, covering much 
of North Omaha and South Omaha. 
By contrast, the only census tract 
with a median househ old income in 
excess of $35,000 was Tract 47 which 
includes the Fairacres development. 
Tracts with nearly as high incomes 
($25 ,000 to 35 ,000) were limited to 
southwest Omaha, west of 72nd Street 
and south of Dodge (Tract 67.01), and 
the northeast corner of the co4nty, 
east of 72nd and north of Forest La\\ n 
Cemetery, (Tracts 73 .03 and 74.0·~). 
Comparison to 1970 Census. The areas 
of lowest and highest median household 
in comes for 1969 were as distinct as in 
1979, but areas of highest household 
income were more compact and con-
tiguous in 1969 than for 1979. (Compare 
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Maps 3A and 3B.) As with the figures on 
median family, the census tracts with 
middle range median household incomes 
($12,500-22,499) were proportionally 
fewer in 1979 than they were in 1969, 
while tracts with median household 
incomes above and below the middle 
range increased proportionally from 1969 
to 1979. (See Table 4.) This suggests an 
increased concentration of household 
incomes in the lower and higher intervals 
and the spatial segregation of households 
by income, though less so among all 
households than among family house-
holds alone. 
In 1969 tracts with highest median 
houehold incomes ($22,499 or more 
adjusted to 1979) covered a distinct and 
contiguous area between 52nd and 145th 
Streets east to west and between Biondo 
and L Streets north to south. (See Map 
3A.) By 1979 the earlier area of highest 
incomes ($25,000 or more in 1979 and 
$22,500 or more in 1969) had split, 
with the eastern portion (52nd to 120th 
Streets) maintaining income levels and 
the northern and western portions (and 
adjacent areas) actually declining in 
median household incomes. (See Map 3B.) 
Part of an explanation for the income 
decline to the west is the increase in 
number of apartments with non-family 
residents with relatively lesser incomes. 
Two additional areas of highest median 
household incomes not apparent m 
1969 appeared by 1979. The one lay 
southwest of the earlier highest income 
area (132nd to 180th Streets; Tracts 
74.17 and 74.18) and the other in the 
northest corner of the county. (Tracts 
73.03 and 73.04). 
The pattern of tracts with lowest 
incomes (less than $15,000 in 1979 and 
less than 12,500 in 1969) changed little 
from 1969 to 1979. However, a number 
of tracts with middle range incomes 
located to the west (and particularly 
northwest) of that lowest income area 
did demonstrate a relative decline in 
median household income. This changing 
pattern suggests the movement of rela-
tively lesser income households away 
from North Omaha to the northwest 
(for example Tracts 57 and 63), to 
take advantage of newer and/or better 
housing. 
Percent Change 1969 to 1979. All 
Douglas County census tracts experienced 
increases in median household money 
income (actual dollars received) from 
1969 to 1979, as did tracts by median 
family money income. However, 70 
percent of county tracts had losses in 
real median household income (adjusted 
for inflation) during the decade. (See Map 
4B and Table 5 .) The percentage of tracts 
that lost earning power was greater for 
household income than for family income. 
(Compare Maps 4A and 4B.) 
In general the largest, most continuous 
area of gain in real median household 
income formed an L-shaped area across 
western and northern Douglas County. 
(See Map 4B.) This gain area was some-
what similar to the largest gain area for 
real median family income and the 
county areas of relatively recent suburban 
development. 
Other areas of gain included the 
Central Business District (Tract 18) and 
adjacent areas to the south and north-
west, East Omaha (Tract 5), the area 
north of Rosenblatt Stadium (Tract 23), 
an area east of the Stockyards (Tract 27), 
and a larger area to either side of Pacific 
Avenue from 1-680 to 72nd Street, 
particularly in the vicinity of the Uni-
versity of Nebraska Medical Center 
(Tracts 42 to 44). 
More than twice as many census 
tracts experienced losses as gains in real 
median household income during the 
1970's. (See Table 5.) Loss tracts were 
TABLE 4 
FREQUENCY OF DOUGLAS COUNTY CENSUS TRACTS 
BY MEDIAN INCOME 
Number of Tracts Number of Tracts 
By Family Income By Household Income 
1969 1969 
Income Income 
Adjusted Adjusted 
Income 1969 To 1979 1979 1969 To 1979 1979 
Intervals Income Dollars* Income Income Dollars* Income 
< $2,500 1 5 
$2,5004,999 5 1 1 16 5 3 
$5,000-7 ,499 15 2 5 24 4 9 
$7 ,500-9 ,999 32 3 3 21 11 11 
$10,000-12,499 29 8 9 17 12 15 
$12,500-14,999 5 7 10 6 14 9 
$15,000-17,499 2 21 13 3 11 12 
$17 ,500-19 ,999 3 15 17 1 9 18 
$20,000-22,499 1 12 12 1 11 3 
$22,500-24,999 1 13 13 6 12 
$25,000-27,499 2 6 2 3 
$27,500-29,999 2 3 4 4 
$30,000-34,999 3 5 3 4 
$35 ,000-39 ,999 4 6 1 1 
$40 ,00049 ,999 1 1 1 
$50 ,000-7 4,999 
$75,000 > 
*1969 incomes adjusted by the change in the Consumer Price Index from 1969 to 1979. 
TABLE 5 
FREQUENCY OF DOUGLAS COUNTY CENSUS TRACTS 
BY PERCENTAGE CHANGE IN MEDIAN INCOME, 1969 TO 1979 
Number of Tracts By Number of Tracts By 
Change in Family Income, Change in Household Income, 
Percentage Number By Number By Number By Number By 
Intervals Change In Change In Change In Change In 
Money Income Real Income Money I nco me Real Income 
-51 or more 0 1 
- 21 to - 50 11 1 10 
- 11 to- 20 19 21 
0 to- 10 30 34 
----------------- -----------
-------------
0 to +10 22 14 
11 to 20 7 1 6 
21 to 50 9 2 7 5 
51 o r more 85 3 85 3 
Total Number of 
Tracts wi th Loss: 60 1 66 
Total Number of 
Tracts with Gain : 94 34 93 28 
MAP 4A 
PERCENT CHANGE IN ADJUSTED MEDIAN FAMILY INCOME, 1969 TO 1979 
I!Hil 
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numerous both east and west of 72nd 
Street, and areas of more substantial 
loss were scattered widely across the 
county and less clustered than in the 
case of real median family income. (See 
Map 4B.) This may reflect the variable 
presence of apartment units with their 
greater proportion of non-family house-
holds than single-family structures 
throughout various census tracts. While 
significant income losses seemed to be 
more widespread over North Omaha 
north of Dodge and east of 52nd Street, 
a substantial area of West Omaha between 
Volume X' Number jl / 
Dodge and Maple Streets west of 72nd to 
Boys Town also experienced significant 
losses in purchasing power. 
Summary 
In general, both Omaha and Douglas 
County populations increased in income 
level from 196 9 to 19 79, and their 
areawide median incomes kept pace with 
inflation (seen by change in real income). 
However, extensive subareas did not keep 
pace with inflation, and actually lost 
REVIEW OF APPLIED URBAN RESEARCH 
purchasing power over the decade. In 
addition to the widespread income 
slippage due to inflation, the areas of 
lowest median family and median house-
hold income had grown more extensive 
by 1979. By contrast, the areas of highest 
median income had spread to the north-
east and southwest areas of Omaha. 
These patterns of income change portray 
the continued suburban (in this case 
mostly westward) spread of the popula-
tion and the areawide filtering of estab-
lished housing from higher to lower 
income occupants. 
$,., Neooelllbe"r,"1983 
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